REMARKS 

A telephone interview was conducted between Applicants' counsel (the 
undersigned) and Examiner Javaid Nash on May 21, 2007, after Applicants' counsel left 
a detailed voice message for Examiner Nasri on May 15, 2007. Applicants would like to 
extend their appreciation to Examiner Nasri for his courtesy in the telephone interview. 
In that telephone interview, the differences between the invention, as claimed in claims 
22 to 26, and the prior art, were discussed. Specifically, Applicants' counsel, the 
undersigned, asserted that the cited prior art, 2002/0037668 (Tseng) did not teach or 
suggest stackability in two orientations, as recited in independent claim 22. However, 
Applicants' counsel and Examiner Nasri were not able to reach agreement on this 
issue, and were not able to identify any amendments to claim 22 that would render it 
patentable in Examiner Nash's eyes. Examiner Nasri stated that he would issue 
another office action. 

The current office action allows claims 9 to 13, 27 to 30, and 32 to 39, but 
rejects claims 22 to 26, under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), citing Tseng. The Patent Office 
admits (at the bottom of page 2 and the top of page 3 of the office action) that Tseng 
does not disclose the hubs being stackable in a second orientation, but states that 
since Tseng discloses the hubs being stackable in one orientation, that it would have 
been obvious to stack the hubs in the other orientation, "for different reach ability". 
Applicants maintain their position that Tseng does not teach or suggest hubs that are 
stackable in two (first and second) orientations as was recited in claim 22. However, in 
an effort to settle the remaining issues so that a patent will be allowed to issue with the 
claims that the Patent Office has indicated are allowed, Applicants have now cancelled 
claims 22 to 26 (without prejudice). This renders moot the rejection of claims 22 to 26. 
Applicants submit that, no new matter has been introduced by reason of the 
amendment. 

In conclusion, Claims 9 to 13, 27 to 30, and 32 to 39 remain pending in 
the patent application, all of which the Patent Office has indicated are allowed. 
Applicants have made an earnest attempt to put the application in a condition for 
allowance. Applicants respectfully request allowance of all pending claims. Should the 
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Examiner determine that any further issues remain in the application, or that further 
amendments should be made to improve the form of the claims, or would be required 
for allowance, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Allan W. Watts 

U.S. Reg. No. 45,930 

Bryan Cave LLP 

One Renaissance Square 

Two North Central Avenue, 

Suite 2200 

Phoenix, AZ 85004-4406 
allan.watts@bryancave.com 
Direct: 602-364-7331 
Fax: 602-716-8331 



Date: 
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